SeptsEibsp 1, 1966 



Mr. Arthur A. Cohsa 

Vice President and Editor-ia-Ghisf 

Holt, Rinehart & Winston 

383 Madison Avenue 

Hew York, Hew York 1001? 

Dear Mr. Cohen: 



In our previous correspondence I have called to your attention 
certain inaccuracies in ”Rash to Judgment" and your prepublica- 
tion advertising' of it. I expressed the hops you v/otild correct 
the inaccuracies, which are also doctrinal, end cease ths fals© 
advertising, wMch is damaging to me and to my book, WHITEWASH: 
THE REPOST OS TI£E WARREH SSPORT. You at no time replied to ray 
letters, referrl3ag them to Mr. Lane, whose letters were not 
responsive. 



My last letter, to you and dated May 20, called to your ettan- 
tioa the fact tiiat Mr. Lana had not in any sense replied, aside 
from a tacit acknowledgment of ths truth of my complaint. 

I now find that, instead of ceasing and desisting in these falsa 
claims, they are being continued, in an even ssore damaging man- 
ner. I quote from your ciirreat rsleess; 

"Lane has completed a book, the first based on a thorough 
examination of the complete 26 volumes of the Warren Com- 
mission Report ..." 

Aside from the obvious consistency in saying the single volume 
of the Report is composed of the 26 volviraes of the appended 
documentation and whether or not it is thorough (which it is 
not) and whether it was Lane who completed the book, it is en- 
tirely and knowingly false and quite hurtful to me for you to= 
persist in the lie that this book, of which you are the pub- 
lisher, is "first". 



I again call upon you to esas© this and other questionable 
aspects of your advertising campaign, to show some of the de- 
cency mutual ^friends find In you. Is it possible. Hr. Cohen, 
that Holt, Rinehart and 'sJinsiJon cannot face the competition 
of the book tliat was first, that stands entirely alone and 
unassisted, that is without such vast resources and wealth as 
Holt possesses, that opened up the fiel^ for you and others, 
and that, despite ail the handicaps, is a i)opul8r success? 

I should also like to ask about Appendix X in your book. I 
note this is not an appendix but is really part of the text. 

I note further that in your ad in the May 16 "Publishers' 
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promised what does not appear 

the^SSbli?' PjioJosraP^s which have never before been seen by 

IlSpgfa^S hig co-ernsd. tlaeae pi^oto- " 

While this promised appendix does not aooear wh«i- • 
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±xcj.y credxted him. In truth, I alone defended him. 

Sg :gra£ig:„gn.°L‘K 

ggtX^T* I would li£l tHi. rlpirS be ,eu 

g M^-bcSr-ea^T?!”' ^ S?’ 

uTerssgr 

^pe’^inJccirately! ?Lt^SeJe‘is“ J^Lec?? J®S?th®Ho^? “lin! 

the c^sep^'SlTS^ne'^? LSriJS^^rLTo^hif a\f kinl" 

HSKvf thah tS?? 

lusi/e association was with the Trial Lawyers” Association? 

Sincerely, 



Harold Weisberg 
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